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to start at home. It is our responsibil-
ity to deal with our own political par-
ties. It is our responsibility to require
them to clean up their act first.

Let me say this, there are some
things that this does not do. I think it
is important for our colleagues to be
aware of the things that this does not
do. It does not initiate a system of pub-
lic financing for congressional cam-
paigns. There are many who might sup-
port that. There are many who would
be opposed to that. This bill does not
do that. It does not put spending limits
on how much money can be spent in a
political campaign.

There are those who would argue
that that is simply a benefit to incum-
bents. And it does not restrain the abil-
ity of independent parties to speak out
about candidates or officeholders. In
fact it very clearly establishes their
right to do that. But what it does do is
this: It eliminates soft money, those
large contributions. It eliminates com-
petition between the political parties
and their candidates. Oddly enough, in
the current campaign financing laws
we have created a mechanism where
people can give money to the party or
give money to candidates, but it makes
it difficult for them to do both. It
eliminates that competition. It actu-
ally expands the role that parties can
play in helping their candidates. The
goal there is to allow candidates to
work more closely with their parties
rather than seeking support of special
interest groups.

Mr. Speaker, I would just urge all of
my colleagues to examine this bill.
This is an incremental process, but it
is the first step in restoring integrity
to a system that the American public
clearly believes is broken. I would urge
all of my colleagues to examine this
bill and support it as it moves through
the process.

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. HILL. I yield to the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, I just want
to commend and congratulate my col-
league, the gentleman from Montana
[Mr. HILL], in his role in this whole
process. I do not think anyone in the
task force had more energy and more
analysis and insight on what we were
trying to accomplish than the gen-
tleman from Montana [Mr. HILL] did. It
was a pleasure working with him, at-
tending the meetings with him.

There were some difficult times as
there always is in the course of give
and take in negotiations and that, but
as far as anyone exhibiting and dis-
playing a true depth of knowledge, re-
garding a very complex and a very dif-
ficult issue, the gentleman from Mon-
tana [Mr. HILL] ranked right up there
at the top. I commend him and just
wanted to tell the American people
what a fine job and what a pleasure it
has been to work with him in the
course of this process.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman. I would just comment that

I believe that everyone who worked on
this task force came with a commit-
ment to wanting to reform the system
and to make it work to restore the in-
tegrity of the system and the belief of
the American people. The gentleman
from Wisconsin played an outstanding
role in that.

I enjoyed very much working with
him and all the Members of the task
force. It was surprising to me how well
we came together because we focused
on those values that we all agree upon.
We found so many of those values that
we agree upon because we want to re-
store integrity to the system. I thank
the gentleman and again I would urge
my colleagues to support the bill.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California [Mrs.
TAUSCHER] is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mrs. TAUSCHER addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.]
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CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Nevada [Mr. GIBBONS] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, first I
would like to join in my colleagues in
the previous speaker’s comments about
the accolades and plaudits of my col-
leagues on this bipartisan freshman
task force, the gentleman from Maine
[Mr. ALLEN], of course, and the gen-
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. HUTCHIN-
SON] and the fine work and leadership
that they demonstrated in this process.

In fact I was very honored to be a
part of what I think is a very historic
freshman task force in an effort to re-
form campaign finances in our country.
Yes, the subject was controversial. As
a freshman for the first time, we all
have recent and very personal encoun-
ters with the campaign finance laws of
this Nation. To augment our experi-
ence, we had several hearings with
groups and individuals with a variety
of expertise in this area. It was very
constructive for myself personally and
for the rest of the Members. It became
an environment in which we got to
know not just the other Members of
the other party and Members in our
own class, but we got to know the sub-
ject matter a great deal and a lot bet-
ter than we had before we entered.

Almost all of us agreed to one con-
clusion after this, that the system is
broken. Those disagreements that we
may have had, and they developed
around some of the parts and the exist-
ing parts, but we all agreed that the
system and how it is broken has a high
priority in our consideration for solu-
tions.

We want equitable solutions and we
want solutions to States which have
varying sizes and varying populations,
varying mixes in the media and the
media markets. Several facets of this

issue that bore close scrutiny included
soft money, as we have already heard,
campaign finance disclosure, campaign
spending limits, limits on individual
and political action committees and
their contributions. Also we considered
free or reduced-cost TV rates for can-
didates.

It was interesting to watch our legis-
lation evolve from a broad-based, cure
all, almost certain to fail, too narrow
specific language that contained no
poison pills. We think our product, the
Bipartisan Campaign Integrity Act of
1997, contains something for everyone.
It is not so broad based that it will die
of its own weight. I think that our bill,
although it does not solve all of the
problems nor solve all of the campaign
finance ills, at least makes an honest
attempt and a start at it, to correct
what is wrong.

The fact that some of our leaders in
each party have expressed problems
with it means, and this means to me
that this legislation is truly biparti-
san. There are some elements that, yes,
I would probably want to polish around
the edges of the margins, but I am sat-
isfied this bill as a whole is a good one.
It satisfies several fundamental prob-
lems and it does deserve passage.

I am personally in favor of totally
eliminating soft money. Of course this
means making other sources of funding
available such as increasing Federal
contribution limits and/or removing
coordinated limits between parties and
candidates. I also think that most of
the money in a campaign ought to
come from the district in which the
person is elected. This would mean
that the people who have a vested in-
terest, for example, in Nevada’s Second
District would have a greater influence
in its politics rather than some out-
sider. With the population in Nevada so
spread out, it can be costly to run a
campaign, either as an incumbent or as
a challenger. There have been much
smaller districts with elections pend-
ing, over $6 million for each candidate.
That is far too much money to be
elected to the House of Representa-
tives.

The amount of money any one indi-
vidual or PAC can contribute ought to
be limited. Too frequently, large do-
nors are allowed greater access to in-
fluence than is ordinarily afforded
most regular constituents.

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. GIBBONS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Maine.

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I would
just like to say that the gentleman
from Nevada [Mr. GIBBONS] has been an
outstanding member of this task force.
It has been a pleasure working with
him. I agree with him. As he described
the process that we went through, he
made a very important point. He
talked about all the different, some of
the different ideas that are out there
and he recognized what we did, which
was essentially agree on what we could
agree on, and not try to do the big
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